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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

This Office Action is responsive to the Amendment filed June 24, 2009. Claims 
3-5, 11-13, and 1 7-1 9 are amended. Claims 22-24 are new. Claims 1 , 9, 1 5, and 21 
are independent. Claims 1-24 remain pending. 

The amendments to the Specification and Abstract are accepted by the 
examiner. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Claims 1, 3, 5-9, 11, 13-15, 17, and 19-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over IBM Technical Disclosure Bulletin NNRD455178, published 
March 2002 (hereinafter IBM), and Goldstein et al. (hereinafter Goldstein), United 
States Patent Application Publication 2003/0221167. 

Regarding claim 1, IBM substantially teaches a method in a data processing 
system for managing display of a new document, the method comprising data 
processing system implemented steps of: 
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displaying, in response to receiving a user input indicating that the new document 
is to be displayed (Goldstein, addressed below), a list of currently active browser 
windows (see IBM 2 nd paragraph; "The browser is designed to have one or more ICONs 
each representing a browser window. These ICONs are located on the browser's menu 
bar (or some other location)") including an indication of a presently displayed document 
in each respective browser window in the list of currently active browser windows (see 
IBM 2 nd paragraph; "When the user positions the pointer over one of the ICONs, a 
popup will display the URL/title of the contents loaded in the window represented by that 
ICON'); and 

replacing, in response to a user selection of a browser window from the list of 
currently active browser windows, a document displayed in the browser window with the 
new document (see IBM 2 nd paragraph; "To open a link using the same window, the 
user would select a link and drag/drop it to one of the ICONs. The browser will then 
open a new browser window (if this is the first operation) and load the link in it. 
Subsequent links that are dragged to the ICON will load in that same window"). 

IBM does not teach displaying a list of currently active browser windows in 
response to receiving a user input indicating that the new document is to be displayed. 
IBM teaches persistently displaying the list of currently active browser windows "on the 
browser's menu bar (or some other location)". Goldstein teaches a method for 
selecting, displaying, managing, tracking and transferring access to content of web 
pages that displays the list of currently active browser windows in response to 
receiving a user input indicating that the new document is to be displayed (see 
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Goldstein Figure 8 and paragraph [0096]; "the software presents a Select Target 
Window 52, that displays an Open Window List 54 of all open Custom Selection 
Windows, which are preferably identified by the Description 30 entered by the User 
when creating the windows"). Both IBM and Goldstein are directed to opening 
documents using currently active browser windows in order to save system memory 
resources (see IBM 1 st paragraph; "This disclosure provides a way to allow links to open 
in a designated window saving system resources"; see also Goldstein paragraph [0007]; 
"by opening another fully enabled browser instance, users consume more memory 
resources than one browser instance would consume"). Goldstein further 
acknowledges both input methods in paragraph [0083], "it should be noted that content 
items (and groups of content items) can be selected using the standard "click and drag" 
method and then the "right click" method". For these reasons, it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
display a list of currently active browser windows in response to receiving a user input 
indicating that the new document is to be displayed as taught by Goldstein in the 
invention of IBM because both input techniques were well-known at the time of the 
invention and would have been obvious and interchangeable design choices for the 
implementer to solve closely analogous problems. 

Regarding claim 5, IBM/Goldstein teaches that the list of currently active 
browser windows, including the indication of the presently displayed document in each 
respective browser window in the list of browser windows, is a list of all currently active 
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browser windows (see IBM 2 nd paragraph; "The browser is designed to have one or 
more ICONs each representing a browser window"). 

Regarding claim 6, IBM/Goldstein teaches that the receiving step and the 
replacing step are performed by a Web browser (see IBM 2 nd paragraph; "The user can 
use the browser's history function (the browser in the new window) to reload any URLs 
that have been loaded in the window"). 

Regarding claim 7, IBM/Goldstein teaches that the new document is selected 
from one of a Web page, an image, or a spreadsheet (see IBM 1 st paragraph; "When 
viewing an HTML document containing links to other web content, clicking on a link will 
cause the link to open in a new window if the html specifies that behavior"). 

Regarding claim 8, IBM/Goldstein teaches that the user input is received in a 
currently active browser window (see IBM 2 nd paragraph; "The browser is designed to 
have one or more ICONs each representing a browser window. These ICONs are 
located on the browser's menu bar (or some other location). To open a link using the 
same window, the user would select a link and drag/drop it to one of the ICONs"). 

Regarding claim 22, IBM/Goldstein teaches displaying, in response to receiving 
an initial user input indicating that the new document is to be displayed, a menu of 
commands associated with opening the new document in: (i) a current browser window 
(see IBM 1 st paragraph; "clicking some links will cause the current content of the window 
containing the link to be replaced with the link's content'), (ii) a new browser window 
(see IBM 1 st paragraph; "clicking on a link will cause the link to open in a new window if 
the html specifies that behavior"), and (iii) a selected browser window (see IBM 1 st 
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paragraph; "This disclosure provides a way to allow links to open in a designated 
window"), and wherein the displaying a list step of claim 1 is performed responsive to 
the selected browser window command being selected by the user input (see Goldstein 
Figure 8 and paragraph [0096]; "the software presents a Select Target Window 52, that 
displays an Open Window List 54 of all open Custom Selection Windows, which are 
preferably identified by the Description 30 entered by the User when creating the 
windows"). 

Regarding claim 23, IBM/Goldstein teaches that the initial user input selects a 
hyperlink that is a uniform resource locator (URL) of the new document to be displayed 
(see IBM 2 nd paragraph; "the user would select a link and drag/drop it to one of the 
ICONs"). 

Regarding claim 3, IBM/Goldstein teaches that the indication is a document 
name from a title bar for each respective browser window (see IBM 2 nd paragraph; 
"When the user positions the pointer over one of the ICONs, a popup will display the 
URL/title of the contents loaded in the window represented by that ICON'). 

Claims 9, 11, 13, and 14 recite a data processing system having substantially 
the same limitations as the method of claims 1, 3, 5, and 6, respectively. Therefore, the 
claims are rejected under the same rationale. 

Claim 15, 17, 19, and 20 recite a computer program product system having 
substantially the same limitations as the method of claims 1 , 3, 5, and 6, respectively. 
Therefore, the claims are rejected under the same rationale. 
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Claim 21 recites a data processing system having substantially the same 
limitations as the method of claim 1 . Therefore, claim 21 is rejected under the same 
rationale. 

Claims 2, 10, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over IBM (NNRD455178) supra, Goldstein (2003/0221 167) supra, and Soper et al. 
(hereinafter Soper), United States Patent Application Publication 2004/0085293. 

Regarding claim 2, IBM/Goldstein teaches every limitation of claim 2, but does 
not explicitly disclose promoting the browser window to a top of a window hierarchy. 
Although IBM/Goldstein does not explicitly disclose such feature, it can be inferred that 
one of ordinary skill in the art would wish to have a newly loaded document brought to 
the foreground to be displayed to the user. Soper explicitly discloses listing all open 
windows enabling a user to click on one of the windows in the list to be promoted to the 
foreground (see Soper paragraph [0074]; "The Windows menu could provide the user 
with options such as show information window, create a new map window, create a new 
browser window, and list all open windows enabling a user to click on one of the 
windows in the list which will become the front or active window"). It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
promote the window of a newly loaded document to the top level of the graphical user 
interface as disclosed by Soper in the invention of IBM/Goldstein so that the user may 
immediately see the document that he just selected to open. 
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Claim 10 recites a data processing system having substantially the same 
limitations as the method of claim 2. Therefore, claim 10 is rejected under the same 
rationale. 

Claim 16 recites a computer program product system having substantially the 
same limitations as the method of claim 2. Therefore, claim 16 is rejected under the 
same rationale. 

Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over IBM 
(NNRD455178) supra, Goldstein (2003/0221167) supra, Soper (2004/0085293) supra, 
and Wishoff, United States Patent Application Publication 2002/0051017. 

Regarding claim 24, I BM/Goldstein/Sopper teaches every limitation of claim 24 
except that the window hierarchy is represented by the list of currently active browser 
windows, and the browser window is presented as a first item in the list of currently 
active browser windows when the list of currently active browser windows is next 
displayed in response to subsequent user input. However, it was well known in the art 
at the time the invention was made to dynamically order menus according to how 
recently the menu items were selected (see Wishoff paragraph [0056]; "The second 
level displays a list of documents that the corresponding application has loaded. 
Documents are added to the top of the second level menus such that the most recently 
accessed documents will be at the top of the menu"). It would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to list the most 
currently accessed browser windows at the top of the menu as taught by Wishoff in the 
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invention of IBM/Goldstein/Sopper so that users can more easily find recently opened 
windows. 

Claims 4, 12, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over IBM (NNRD455178) supra, Goldstein (2003/0221 167) supra, and Ludolph et al. 
(hereinafter Ludolph), United States Patent 6,133,898. 

Regarding claim 4, IBM/Goldstein teaches every limitation of claim 4 except that 
the indication is a thumbnail of the document displayed in each respective browser 
window. However, displaying thumbnail indications of open windows is now new. 
Ludolph teaches displaying thumbnail indications of open windows (see Ludolph column 
15 line 66 through column 16 line 23; "Open windows on the desktop 20 may be 
dragged or placed into the drawer space 30 of the present invention... The open 
windows when placed into the drawer space 30 do not remain in full size. Upon being 
placed into the drawer space 30, the open windows undergo a shrinking process 
whereby they compress from their normal display size to a size roughly the size of two 
icons in area. At this point the compressed window or "thumbnail" window is allowed to 
enter the drawer space 30. Thumbnail windows may not be accessed for their contents, 
but serve only a display function... To regain access to the window and its contents, it 
must be dragged or placed out of the drawer region 30 and placed back out in the other 
Finder.TM. environment"). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to show thumbnail indications of open 
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windows as taught by Ludolph in the application of IBM/Goldstein so that users may 
more easily identify the active window they wish to select. 

Claim 12 recites a data processing system having substantially the same 
limitations as the method of claim 2. Therefore, claim 12 is rejected under the same 
rationale. 

Claim 18 recites a computer program product system having substantially the 
same limitations as the method of claim 2. Therefore, claim 18 is rejected under the 
same rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 

• Bloomfield et al. (US 5,41 2,776) Method of generating a hierarchical 
window list in a graphical user interface 

• Bates et al. (US 5,497,454) System for presenting alternate views of a 
computer window environment 

• Gudmundson et al. (US 5,680,619) Hierarchical encapsulation of 
instantiated objects in a multimedia authoring system 
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• Swartz et al. (US 2001/0028368) System and method for iconic software 
environment management 

• Pagan (US 2004/0261 039) Method and system for ordering on-screen 
windows for display 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Stephen Alvesteffer whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1295. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:30AM- 
6:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Bashore can be reached on (571)272-4088. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Examiner 
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